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having read the report in its entirety, I highlight some of its language: 
(U) The nature of intelligence sharing 

Our intelligence-sharing relationships, particularly with the United States, are critical to providing the breadth and 
depth of intelligence coverage required to counter the threat to the UK posed by global terrorism. These 
relationships have saved lives and must continue... 

implications for the Special Relationship... 

What the rendition programme has shown is that in what it refers to as 'the war on terror' the U.S. will take 
whatever action it deems necessary, within U.S. law, to protect its national security from those it considers to 
pose a serious threat. Although the U>S. may take note of UK protests and concerns, this does not appear 
materially to affect its strategy on rendition. 

It is to the credit of our Agencies that they have now managed to adapt their procedures to work round these 
problems and maintain the exchange of intelligence that is so critical. 
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The UK Agencies 

Conclusions and Recommendations 

- The Committee considers that "secret detention," without legal or other representation, is of itself 
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mistreatment Where there is a real possibility of "rendition to detention" to a secret facility, even if it would be 
for a limited time, then approval must never be given. 



Summary of conclusions and recommendations. . . 



Our intelligence^haring relationships, particularly with the United States, are critical to providing the breadth and 
dep h of intelligence coverage required to counter the threat to the UK posed by fl , 0 bal terrorism jSese 
relationships nave saved lives and must continue 



have saved lives and must continue... 

!!!i , !?J?!! nedl !! e aft . e "Tf t l! ° f t I? e *tL l" 3 ** 8 ' the UK A 8 encl *s authorized to assist U.S. "rendition to 
Afghanistan Af9haniStan - Tnls involved assistance to the CIA to capture "unlawful combatants" in 

By mid-2003, following the case of Khaled Sheik Mohammed and suspicions that the U.S. authorities were 

tfZSSJ £™ ?£i'« n^h2 C i 8S ha , d ^P^^ the Port's' of renditions and possible mistreatment 
of detainees. From this point the Agencies correctly sought Ministerial approval and assurances from foreign 
liaison services whenever there were real risks of rendition operations resulting from their actions.. . 

The Committee has strong concerns, however, about a potential operation in early 2005 which, had it gone ahead 
m,ght have resulted in the xxxxx {sic) The operation was conditional approved by Ministers, subject to 
was U d?opped low (sicf treatment a " d a time l,m,t on detention - These were not obtained and so the operation 

J^t^t*-!! \?^Hu^ irP °J t8 b l C,A -°P erated aireraft is "°t f " doubt. There have been many allegations 
related to these flights but there have been no allegations, and we have seen no evidence, that suggest that any 

^SS 8 ^ A ^ hts have transferred detainees through UK airspace (other than two "rendition to justice" cases 
in 1998 which were approved by the UK Government following U.S. request.)... 

We consider that it would be unreasonable ...to check whether every aircraft transiting UK airspace might have 

*T P ? P aSt, j! n . d W,tnout UK know| ed9e, involved in a possibly unlawful operation We are 

satisfied that, where there is sufficient evidence of unlawful activity on board an aircraft in UK airspace, be it a 
rendition operation of otherwise, this would be investigated by UK authorities... 

The alleged use of military airfields in the UK by rendition flights has been investigated in response to our 
questions to the Prime Minister. We are satisfied that there is not evidence that U.S. rendition flights have used 

EZfiSStt SSry Sds." "* * ^ * ^ »"* *« * "° " ida - <>< «"» 

There is also language on Guantanamo detainees el-Banna and el-Rawi, among others. 



Regards, 
Kirsten 
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